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OWENS, MASSIE, and Delegate HOLMES 
NORTON for working with me on this 
crucial bipartisan piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
support this. It is long overdue. I also 
include for the RECORD a press release 
from the Maryland Attorney General. 

[Press Release from Brian E. Frosh, 
Maryland Attorney General, Sept. 2, 2021] 

ATTORNEY GENERAL FROSH CALLS ON CON-
GRESS TO CLARIFY FIRST STEP ACT AND 
APPLY FAIR SENTENCING REFORMS TO LOW- 
LEVEL DRUG OFFENSES 
BALTIMORE, MD.—Attorney General Brian 

E. Frosh today joined a bipartisan coalition 
of 25 attorneys general urging Congress to 
amend the First Step Act and extend critical 
resentencing reforms to individuals con-
victed of the lowest-level crack cocaine of-
fenses. 

The coalition is calling on legislators to 
take this needed step in the wake of the Su-
preme Court’s recent decision in Terry v. 
United States, which held that certain mid- 
level and high-level crack cocaine offenders 
could seek resentencing under the law, but 
low-level offenders were not eligible. 

‘‘The intent of the First Step Act was to 
correct disproportionately harsh sentencing. 
Ironically, the does not apply to low-level of-
fenders,’’ said Attorney General Frosh. 
‘‘Congress needs to fix this oversight and en-
sure that the law provides relief to those 
who committed lower-level crimes and were 
subject to inequitable sentencing.’’ 

The First Step Act, a landmark criminal 
justice reform law, passed Congress with 
strong bipartisan support in 2018. One key re-
form aimed to correct injustices caused by 
the earlier crack cocaine vs. powder cocaine 
sentencing regime. That now-discredited re-
gime punished users and dealers of crack co-
caine much more harshly than users and 
dealers of powder cocaine, which dispropor-
tionately harmed communities of color. 

In 2010, Congress passed the Fair Sen-
tencing Act to reduce the disparity between 
sentences for crack cocaine and powder co-
caine. However, the law did not help the 
many people sentenced for crack cocaine of-
fenses before 2010 who remained in prison. 
The First Step Act then included a provision 
that made previous drug sentencing reforms 
retroactive, allowing those serving harsh 
sentences imposed under the former federal 
law to seek relief. 

U.S. Senators Richard J. Durbin, Charles 
E. Grassley, Cory A. Booker, and Mike Lee— 
the drafters of the First Step Act—confirmed 
in an amicus brief that the sentencing relief 
was intended to apply to all crack cocaine 
offenders sentenced before 2010. Neverthe-
less, in Terry v. United States, the Supreme 
Court concluded that while the First Step 
Act clearly authorized certain mid- or high- 
level crack cocaine offenders to seek resen-
tencing, it failed to extend relief to the low-
est-level offenders. 

In today’s letter, the attorneys general 
urge Congress to close that gap and clarify 
that the sentencing relief provided by the 
First Step Act extends to all individuals con-
victed of crack cocaine offenses under the 
earlier regime, including the lowest-level of-
fenders. They argue that there is no reason 
that only these low-level offenders should 
continue to serve sentences informed by 
now-discredited standards, and that they 
should have an opportunity to seek a second 
chance. 

Attorney General Frosh is joined in the 
letter by the attorneys general of California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Guam, Illinois, Iowa, 
Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, 

Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Utah, 
Vermont, Virginia, Washington, and Wis-
consin. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 5455, 
the ‘‘Terry Technical Correction Act.’’ 

As Justice Thomas noted in his opinion in 
Terry v. United States, citing my introduction 
of H.R. 4545, the ‘‘Drug Sentencing Reform 
and Cocaine Kingpin Trafficking Act of 2007,’’ 
I have long worked to address the sentencing 
disparity between crack cocaine and powder 
cocaine offenses—introducing legislation to 
eliminate the disparity completely. 

That is why I introduced H.R. 5455, the 
‘‘Terry Technical Correction Act’’—which reaf-
firms Congress’s intent to provide retroactive 
sentencing relief to all individuals convicted of 
crack cocaine offenses before the Fair Sen-
tencing Act of 2010 took effect. 

With the declaration of the ‘‘War on Drugs’’ 
in the early 1970’s began a dramatic rise in 
the U.S. prison population—fueled largely by 
excessive, unwarranted drug sentences. 

The federal government played a pivotal 
role in America’s era of mass incarceration. 
During the 1980s and 1990s, Congress 
passed several pieces of legislation that 
moved away from rehabilitation toward exces-
sive punishment. 

One such example is the Anti-Drug Abuse 
Act of 1986, which created mandatory min-
imum penalties for most drug offenses, and 
established the 100-to-1, cocaine to crack dis-
parity. 

And, as Justice Sotomayor acknowledges in 
her concurring opinion in Terry, African Ameri-
cans ‘‘bore the brunt of the disparity.’’ 

Between 1992 and 2006, roughly 80 to 90 
percent of those convicted of crack offenses 
were African American. 

There were many who sounded the alarm 
during this time, including the U.S. Sentencing 
Commission, which repeatedly called upon 
Congress to revisit the mandatory minimum 
sentencing structure because of the racial dis-
parities in cocaine versus crack sentencing. 
Sadly, Congress refused to listen for many 
years. 

Thankfully, members of Congress, on an in-
creasingly bipartisan basis have worked hard 
to reduce the harmful impact of the failed poli-
cies of the War on Drugs, including putting an 
end to the crack to powder sentencing dis-
parity. 

Through our efforts, we have learned that 
there is no greater danger to public safety 
from crack offenders than powder cocaine of-
fenders, and that the 100-to-1 ratio overstated 
the relative harmfulness of the two forms of 
cocaine and diverted federal resources away 
from prosecuting the highest-level traffickers. 

In 2010, Congress began the process to 
eradicate the devastating consequences of the 
poorly conceived War on Drugs—and the pu-
nitive response to the crack epidemic. 

The Fair Sentencing Act of 2010 reduced 
the sentencing disparity to 18-to-1, and the 
First Step Act of 2018 made the Fair Sen-
tencing Act retroactive. 

Although the Terry decision bars crack of-
fenders convicted of offenses involving small 
amounts of crack—like the 3.9 grams of crack 
that the petitioner possessed that do not trig-
ger the mandatory minimum penalties—Con-
gress can correct this injustice. 

H.R. 5455, aptly named the ‘‘Terry Tech-
nical Correction Act,’’ would guarantee the 
ability to seek a sentence reduction to all indi-

viduals who have unfairly lost years of free-
dom under the unfounded 100 to 1 disparity, 
including those whose requests for sentence 
reductions were previously denied based on 
the narrow interpretation of the First Step Act. 

While I continue to look forward to the day 
that we will fully eliminate the powder to crack 
disparity, I thank Representatives CICILLINE, 
JEFFRIES, OWENS, and MASSIE, and Delegate 
HOLMES NORTON for working with me on this 
crucial, bipartisan piece of legislation and ask 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support it. 

Mr. TIFFANY. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
my colleagues to support this bill, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5455, 
the Terry Technical Correction Act, is 
a straightforward bipartisan bill that 
advances our efforts to make our 
criminal justice system more fair. I 
urge my colleagues to support it, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5455, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1615 

CONDEMNING THE USE OF HUN-
GER AS A WEAPON OF WAR AND 
RECOGNIZING THE EFFECT OF 
CONFLICT ON GLOBAL FOOD SE-
CURITY AND FAMINE 

Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
922) condemning the use of hunger as a 
weapon of war and recognizing the ef-
fect of conflict on global food security 
and famine, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 922 

Whereas, in 2021, 193,000,000 people experi-
enced crisis levels of food insecurity, with 
nearly 139,000,000 people living in environ-
ments where conflict was the main driver of 
this crisis, and the COVID–19 pandemic has 
worsened rising global food insecurity; 

Whereas conflict acutely impacts vulner-
able populations such as women and chil-
dren, persons with disabilities, refugees, and 
internally displaced persons; 

Whereas armed conflict’s impacts on food 
security can be direct, such as displacement 
from land, destruction of livestock grazing 
areas and fishing grounds, or destruction of 
food stocks and agricultural assets, or indi-
rect, such as disruptions to food systems, 
leading to increased food prices, including 
water and fuel, and the breakdown of a gov-
ernment’s ability to enforce regulations or 
perform its judiciary functions; 
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Whereas aerial bombing campaigns tar-

geting agricultural heartlands, scorched 
earth methods of warfare, and the use of 
landmines and other explosive devices have 
direct impacts on the ability of vulnerable 
populations to feed themselves; 

Whereas effective humanitarian response 
in armed conflict, including in the threat of 
conflict-induced famine and food insecurity 
in situations of armed conflict, requires re-
spect for international humanitarian law by 
all parties to the conflict, and allowing and 
facilitating the rapid and unimpeded move-
ment of humanitarian relief to all those in 
need; 

Whereas efforts to restrict humanitarian 
aid and the operational integrity and impar-
tiality of humanitarian aid works and dis-
tribution efforts, including through block-
ades, security impediments, or irregular bu-
reaucratic requirements is another means by 
which combatants employ starvation and 
food deprivation as a weapon of war; and 

Whereas the United States Government 
has the tools to fight global hunger, provide 
and protect lifesaving assistance, and pro-
mote the prevention of conflict, including 
through the Global Fragility Act of 2019 
(title V of division J of Public Law 116–94), 
the Global Food Security Act of 2016 (Public 
Law 114–195), and the Agriculture Improve-
ment Act of 2018 (Public Law 115–334), and 
has the potential to hold accountable those 
using hunger as a weapon in conflict through 
the Global Magnitsky Human Rights Ac-
countability Act (subtitle F of title XII of 
Public Law 114–328) and other means: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) condemns— 
(A) the use of starvation of civilians as a 

weapon of warfare; 
(B) the intentional and reckless destruc-

tion, removing, looting, blocking, or ren-
dering useless objects necessary for food pro-
duction and distribution such as farmland, 
markets, mills, food processing and storage 
areas, such as ports and hubs containing 
grain terminals, foodstuffs, crops, livestock, 
agricultural assets, waterways, water sys-
tems, drinking water installations and sup-
plies, and irrigation works; 

(C) the denial of humanitarian access and 
the deprivation of objects indispensable to 
people’s survival, such as food supplies and 
nutrition resources; and 

(D) the willful interruption of market sys-
tems to affected populations in need in con-
flict environments by preventing travel and 
manipulating currency exchange; 

(2) calls on the United States Government 
to— 

(A) prioritize diplomatic efforts to call out 
and address instances where hunger and in-
tentional deprivation of food is being uti-
lized as a weapon of war, including efforts to 
ensure that security operations do not un-
dermine livelihoods of local populations to 
minimize civilian harm; 

(B) continue efforts to address severe food 
insecurity through humanitarian and devel-
opment response efforts, including in-kind 
food assistance, vouchers, and other flexible 
modalities, and long-term programming fo-
cused on agriculture support and resilient 
livelihoods; 

(C) ensure existing interagency strategies, 
crisis response efforts, and ongoing programs 
consider, integrate, and adapt to address 
conflict by utilizing crisis modifiers in 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment programming to respond to rapid 
shocks and stress such as the willful tar-
geting of food systems; and 

(D) ensure that the use of hunger as a 
weapon in conflict is considered within the 
employment of tools to hold individuals, 

governments, militias, or entities respon-
sible such as the Global Magnitsky Human 
Rights Accountability Act (22 U.S.C. 2656), 
where appropriate, and taking into consider-
ation the need for humanitarian exemptions 
and the protection of lifesaving assistance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. JACOBS) and the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. KIM) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. JACOBS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H. Res. 922, as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. JACOBS)? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H. Res. 922 to condemn the 
use of hunger as a weapon of war and 
recognize the effect of conflict on glob-
al food security. 

I thank Chair MEEKS for his support 
and my colleagues, Representatives 
PETER MEIJER, BOBBY RUSH, and TRA-
CEY MANN, for co-leading this with me. 

Even before the Russian invasion of 
Ukraine, we have seen how climate 
change, the pandemic, and conflict fuel 
food crises around the world in Yemen, 
Syria, Ethiopia, and South Sudan, and 
now this war has exacerbated all of 
these crises. 

In Ukraine, Russia’s unprovoked war 
has left one in three families without 
enough food and disrupted critical sup-
ply chains in the country and around 
the world. 

But we also have to recognize that 
we shouldn’t only sound the alarm and 
mobilize aid and attention when and 
where humanitarian crises affect peo-
ple who look like us. Around the world, 
especially in some of the poorest coun-
tries, millions of people are hungry and 
suffering as a direct result of Putin’s 
relentless crusade for power. 

In the Horn of Africa, the combined 
effects of climate change, conflict, and 
rising food prices from Russia’s inva-
sion of Ukraine have all exacerbated 
the rising food crisis, with more than 
37 million people, including 7 million 
children, on the verge of famine as the 
region endures the longest drought in 
more than 40 years. 

Afghanistan continues to face an 
acute humanitarian crisis this upcom-
ing winter, where over 95 percent of the 
population cannot afford to feed them-
selves or their families. 

Haiti imports 70 percent of its food, 
mainly from Russia and Canada, and is 
experiencing catastrophic hunger lev-
els, with 4.7 million of the population 
facing acute hunger. 

In Ethiopia, over 20 million people in 
Tigray, Amhara, and Afar are in dire 

need of humanitarian assistance and 
rely on wheat imports from Ukraine 
and Russia. 

In South Sudan, where I traveled ear-
lier this year, 8.3 million people are ex-
periencing severe food insecurity, the 
most extreme level of food insecurity 
in the country since it became inde-
pendent in 2011. 

But we have also seen the power of 
the U.N., diplomacy, and global co-
operation in alleviating this crisis. The 
historic Black Sea Grain Initiative, 
which was recently extended, has fa-
cilitated the export of millions of tons 
of agricultural exports from Ukraine’s 
Black Sea ports. 

I commend Ukraine’s new humani-
tarian initiative, Grain from Ukraine, 
that came out of the first International 
Summit on Food Security. It will ship 
grain to African countries most in 
need. Governments around the world 
have already contributed $150 million, 
with hopefully more to come. 

The crisis in Ukraine has made clear 
why it is so important that we, as a 
body, recognize the consequences of 
war on food security, condemn starva-
tion of civilians as a weapon of war, 
and call on the United States Govern-
ment—here in Congress and in the ad-
ministration—to continue addressing 
these crises and hold perpetrators ac-
countable. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to lead this 
important resolution today, and I urge 
my colleagues to support it. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
resolution authored by my colleagues, 
Congresswoman JACOBS and Congress-
man MEIJER. This resolution condemns 
the use of hunger as a weapon of war 
and recognizes the impact that conflict 
has on global food security and famine. 

Around the world, over 300 million 
people are in urgent need of food assist-
ance. Many are facing emergency food 
needs due to years of protracted con-
flict, whether in Syria, Yemen, the 
Sahel, Nigeria, or South Sudan. 

But shockingly, we are also seeing 
the increasing use of hunger and star-
vation as a deliberate weapon of war, 
with worldwide effects. Ukraine just 
commemorated the solemn anniversary 
of the Holodomor famine, which killed 
millions of Ukrainians at Stalin’s di-
rection. Ninety years later, Putin is re-
viving this evil, targeting wheat fields 
and grain silos, deliberately seeking to 
destroy vital sources of food for the 
Ukrainian people and the world. 

The Kremlin’s propaganda machine is 
attempting to blame international 
sanctions for the worsening global food 
crisis, but that is a lie. In reality, this 
crisis is a direct result of Putin’s 
unprovoked war of aggression against 
Ukraine. 

Meanwhile, Russia uses its influence 
at the U.N. to exert control over the 
vital food aid that millions of Syrians 
rely on in an effort to bolster Bashar 
al-Assad’s brutal grip on power. 
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In Yemen, Iran-backed Houthi rebels 

have weaponized food aid, using it for 
military gains and personal profit, 
while millions of Yemenis continue to 
face famine-like conditions. 

These atrocities must be condemned 
by all people of goodwill. The adminis-
tration should impose severe penalties 
on those responsible, including through 
sanctions under the Global Magnitsky 
Human Rights Accountability Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representatives 
JACOBS and MEIJER, Chairman MEEKS, 
and Ranking Member MCCAUL for in-
troducing this measure and bringing it 
to the floor. An identical text unani-
mously passed the Senate in July. 

Deliberately starving innocent civil-
ians as a weapon of war must be con-
demned wherever it occurs. This reso-
lution also condemns the acts of 
looting, diversion, or other denials of 
humanitarian access that impede the 
delivery of lifesaving assistance to pop-
ulations who need it the most. 

Finally, I take this moment to com-
mend the humanitarians who put their 
lives at risk every day to get food to 
vulnerable children, women, and men 
who need it just to stay alive. Their ef-
forts deserve our support, and so does 
this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 922 is an impor-
tant piece of legislation to put this 
body on record as condemning the 
weaponization of hunger around the 
world and the impact conflict has on 
global food security. 

As the world works together to al-
leviate multiple crises, this resolution 
serves as an important reminder of the 
cost of war and the need to hold per-
petrators of starvation accountable. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleagues 
will join me and support this resolu-
tion, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H. Res. 922, ‘‘Condemning the use 
of hunger as a weapon of war and recognizing 
the effect of conflict on global food security 
and famine Act’’. 

This resolution condemns the use of starva-
tion of civilians as a weapon of warfare. It also 
calls on the U.S. government to prioritize dip-
lomatic efforts to call out and address in-
stances where hunger and intentional depriva-
tion of food is being utilized as a weapon of 
war, including efforts to ensure that security 
operations do not undermine livelihoods of 
local populations to minimize civilian harm. 

The United States has always been a nation 
that espouses human rights. That’s a central 
tenet on which we were founded. 

So when we see starvation being used as a 
weapon of warfare, it is reprehensible to us. 

Global food insecurity is of great importance 
to me because, not only am I a longtime 
Member of the House Hunger Caucus, I rep-
resent the same Congressional District that 
had been represented by iconic leaders who 
fought to end hunger in the U.S. and globally. 

I am proud to continue the historic legacy of 
Congresswoman Barbara Jordan, who was a 

champion for human dignity and fought for the 
rights of all people regardless of race, gender, 
heritage, or economic status, and Congress-
man MICKEY LELAND, who worked tirelessly to 
raise awareness of, and fight for, policies to 
end food insecurity around the globe and who, 
tragically, died in a plane crash while working 
to end world hunger on a relief mission in 
Ethiopia. 

Starvation is a brutal and inhumane way to 
force someone to surrender. It’s a slow and 
agonizing death, used by the immoral to gain 
leverage in a war of attrition and aggression. 

Starvation tactics typically target innocent, 
vulnerable civilians who are not directly a 
party to the conflict; instead they are merely 
caught in the crossfire of conflict. 

That is why we must adopt this legislation. 
The United States government must 

prioritize diplomatic efforts to call out and ad-
dress instances where hunger and intentional 
deprivation of food is being utilized as a weap-
on. 

We must show the world that we do not 
condone this type of behavior and that we will 
not stand for it. 

The United States should prioritize diplo-
matic efforts to call out and address instances 
where hunger and intentional deprivation of 
food is being utilized as a weapon. 

We must do everything in our power to pro-
tect innocent civilians from this barbaric prac-
tice. 

Starvation is a terrible thing. It’s something 
that nobody should have to go through. And 
yet, there are people in this world who are 
starving right now as a consequence of war, 
or, perhaps worse, as a tool of warfare. 

The people of Ethiopia’s Tigre Province are 
being subjected to a truly vile and malicious 
use of food deprivation in this way. The region 
was already suffering from drought, and when 
compounded by forced starvation from denial 
of access to food as a weapon of war, the ef-
fect is heinous and the consequences are 
unforgiveable. 

In Pakistan, food deprivation is compounded 
by the human toll from recent floods and other 
natural disasters. Using drought to strategi-
cally exacerbate starvation is unacceptable. 

Russia’s aggression against Ukraine is a 
global food insecurity tragedy on multiple lev-
els. As Putin wages his war against the peo-
ple of Ukraine, he uses food as a weapon by 
destroying the food production and transpor-
tation capacity of the country he invaded. At 
the same time, since Ukraine grows grains 
and crops that feed much of the world, Putin’s 
devastation of Ukraine’s food production infra-
structure and takeovers of Ukrainian food ex-
ports cause food insecure populations of 
countless countries to suffer, especially in Afri-
ca. 

Finally, I condemn the use of government 
blockades as a weapon of war to deliberately 
increase starvation. 

Government blockades are nothing more 
than collective punishment, and they’re a vio-
lation of the human rights of the people who 
are suffering under them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
JACOBS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 922, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE GOVERNMENT 
OF IRAN’S STATE-SPONSORED 
PERSECUTION OF ITS BAHA’I MI-
NORITY AND ITS CONTINUED 
VIOLATION OF THE UNIVERSAL 
DECLARATION OF HUMAN 
RIGHTS AND THE INTER-
NATIONAL COVENANT ON CIVIL 
AND POLITICAL RIGHTS 
Ms. JACOBS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution (H. Res. 
744) condemning the Government of 
Iran’s state-sponsored persecution of 
its Baha’i minority and its continued 
violation of the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights and the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 744 

Whereas in 1982, 1984, 1988, 1990, 1992, 1993, 
1994, 1996, 2000, 2004, 2006, 2008, 2009, 2012, 2013, 
2015, 2016, 2017, 2018, and 2020, Congress de-
clared that it deplored the religious persecu-
tion by the Government of Iran of the Baha’i 
community and would hold the Government 
of Iran responsible for upholding the rights 
of all Iranian nationals, including members 
of the Baha’i faith; 

Whereas since 1979, Iranian authorities 
have killed or executed more than 200 Baha’i 
leaders, and more than 10,000 have been dis-
missed from government and university jobs; 

Whereas the Baha’i International Commu-
nity documented a more than 50-percent in-
crease in hate propaganda directed against 
the Baha’is in the 12-month period ending in 
August 2020, compared to prior years, with 
more than 9,500 such articles, videos, or web 
pages appearing in Iranian government-con-
trolled or government-sponsored media; 

Whereas, on December 16, 2021, the United 
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolu-
tion (A/C.3/76/L.28) criticizing Iran for human 
rights abuses and calling on Iran to carry 
out wide-ranging reforms, including— 

(1) ‘‘ceasing use of the death penalty and 
commuting the sentences for child offenders 
on death row’’; 

(2) ‘‘ensuring that no one is subjected to 
torture or other cruel, inhumane or degrad-
ing treatment’’; 

(3) ‘‘ceasing the widespread and systematic 
use of arbitrary arrests and detention’’; 

(4) ‘‘releasing persons detained for the ex-
ercise of their human rights and funda-
mental freedoms’’; 

(5) ‘‘improving conditions inside prisons’’; 
(6) ‘‘eliminating discrimination against 

women and girls’’; and 
(7) ‘‘eliminating discrimination against 

ethnic, linguistic, and other minorities’’; 
Whereas in the 2022 Annual Report of the 

United States Commission on International 
Religious Freedom issued in April 2022, it is 
reported that the Government of Iran— 

(1) ‘‘arrested scores of Baha’is across Iran, 
many of whom were held incommunicado or 
taken to undisclosed locations’’; 

(2) ‘‘sent Ministry of Intelligence agents to 
search the home of a Baha’i citizen and con-
fiscated her belongings’’; 
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